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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Objections 

1 . Claims 3, 4 and 27-48 are objected to under 37 CFR 1 .75(c) as being in improper 
form because a multiple dependent claim (s). See MPEP § 608.01 (n). Accordingly, the 
claims 3, 4 and 27-48 have not been further treated on the merits. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

2. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 

form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 
A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e)the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

3. Claims 1, 2, 9, 17, 28, 29, 34-37, 40, 44-47 and 49 are rejected under 35 
U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by Barry (U S 6,615,258 B1). 

Regarding claim 1, Barry discloses a method for delivering image data (column 

4. lines 14-19 and 55-63), characterized by including a process that develops image 
data delivered from a server side (column 16, lines 10-19 and column 20, lines 21-30), 
on a memory (column 50, lines 44-46) at a client side (column 20, lines 21-26) and adds 
security data of a user to the image data developed in order to prevent illegal use of the 
image data in the delivery of the image data to the above-mentioned client side via a 
network from the above-mentioned server side (column 15, lines 36-59). 
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Regarding claim 2, Barry discloses the method for delivering image data" of Claim 
1, characterized by further including a process that transmits the security data of the 
above-mentioned user to the above-mentioned server side from the above-mentioned 
client side and a process that stores the above-mentioned security data in a storage 
device of the above-mentioned server side (column 19, lines 11-16). 

Regarding claim 9, Barry discloses a method for delivering image data (column 
4, lines 14-19 and 55-63), characterized the fact that in a method for delivering image 
data to a client from a server (column 20, lines 21-26), it includes a process that 
instructs the above-mentioned client side to access a security controller from the server 
side in response to the request of the image data from the client side (column 20, lines 
21-26), a process that accesses the above-mentioned security controller from the 
above-mentioned client side and demands the certification of an image data delivery 
(column 53, lines 13-30), a process that transmits the image data corresponding to the 
above-mentioned request to the above-mentioned client side from the above-mentioned 
server side (column 53, lines 13-30),, a process that transmits an image key for opening 
the above-mentioned image data to the above-mentioned client side from the above- 
mentioned server side, a process that opens the above-mentioned image data by using 
the above-mentioned image key at the above-mentioned client side and adds security 
data of the user or client to said image data, and a process that outputs the image data 
to which the above-mentioned security data are added (column 8, lines 29-38 and 
column 20, lines 1 8-30). 
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Regarding claim 17 Barry discloses an image data delivery system (fig. 12 
element 490a; column 4, lines 14-19 and 55-63), characterized by the fact that it is 
equipped with an image file server that has an image file database in which image files 
are stored (fig. 10 element 160), a security control server that has a user database in 
which registered data of each user are stored and an image key database in which 
image keys for opening the above-mentioned each image file are stored (column 18, 
lines 30-36), clients and a network that connects the above-mentioned image file server 
(column 27, lines 18-20 and 47-53), the above-mentioned security control server, and 
the above-mentioned clients; and it has a function that instructs an above-mentioned 
client to access the above-mentioned security control server in response to the request 
of image data from the above-mentioned client by the above-mentioned image tile 

server, a function that transmits the image data requested to the above- 
mentioned client, a function that accesses the above-mentioned security control server 
by the above-mentioned client and requests certification of the above-mentioned image 
data acquisition of the user, a function that responds to the request of certification from 
the above-mentioned client by the above-mentioned security control server (column 18, 
lines 30-36 and column 20, lines 21-26), confirms the above-mentioned user database, 
gives the certification to the above-mentioned user (column 53, lines 13-30), and 
transmits the image keys of the above-mentioned requested image data from the 
above-mentioned image database, and a function that opens the above-mentioned 
received image data by the above-mentioned client using the image keys and adds 
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security data of the above-mentioned user to the above-mentioned image data (column 
8, lines 29-38 and column 20, lines 18-30). 

Regarding claim 28, Barry discloses the method for delivering image data of any 
of Claims 5 and 25-27; characterized by further including a process that saves a 
communication condition with the above-mentioned client side (column 52, lines 8-23). 

Regarding claim 29, Barry discloses the method for delivering image data of any 
of Claims 5 and 25-28, characterized by the fact that access to the above-mentioned 
security controller is instructed by giving an IP address of the above-mentioned security 
controller (column 50, lines 35-39). 

Regarding claim 34, Barry discloses 34 the method for delivering 
image data of any of Claims 9 and 31 -33, characterized by further including a process 
that transmits the above-mentioned security data to the above-mentioned server side 
and a process that saves said security data at the above-mentioned server side 
9column 18, lines 56-66). 

Regarding claim 35, Barry discloses the method for delivering image data of any 
of Claims 9 and 31-34, characterized by further including a process that saves a 
communication conditions with the above-mentioned client side in a log file at the 
above-mentioned server side (column 12, lines 12-20 and column 51, lines 2-4). 

Claim 36 is similarly analyzed as claim 29 above. 

Regarding claim 37, Barry discloses the method for delivering image data of any 
of Claims 9 and 31-36, characterized by the fact that the above-mentioned image data 
being transmitted from the above-mentioned server side are compressed, and after said 
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image data are expanded at the above-mentioned client side, the above-mentioned 
security data are added (column 27, lines 47-53). 

Regarding claim 40, Barry discloses the method for delivering image data of any 
of Claims 9 and 31-39, characterized by the fact that the delivery date of the above- 
mentioned image data, user ID (column 20, lines 31-34), serial number of the storage 
device of the above-mentioned client in which the above-mentioned image data are 
stored, or IP address of the above-mentioned client are included in the above- 
mentioned security data (column 50, lines 35-39). 

Claim 44 is similarly analyzed as claim 34 above. 

Claim 45 is similarly analyzed as claim 35 above. 

Claim 46 is similarly analyzed as claim 36 above. 

Claim 47 is similarly analyzed as claim 37 above. 

Claim 49 is similarly analyzed as claim 40 above. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

4. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

5. Claims 3 f 38 and 48 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Barry (U S 6,615,258 B1) in view of Krishna et al (U S 6,012,071 ). 
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Regarding claim 3, Barry is silent about the specific details regarding the method 
for delivering image data of Claim 1 or 2, characterized by adding the above-mentioned 
security data as an electronic window to the above-mentioned image data. 

In the same field of endeavor (data processing system), however, Krishna 
discloses distributed electronic publishing system comprises the method for delivering 
image data of Claim 1 or 2, characterized by adding the above-mentioned security data 
as an electronic window to the above-mentioned image data (column 9, lines 4-8). 
It would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to use security data as an electronic window as taught by Krishna 
in the system of Barry because Krishna provides Barry an improved system for easily 
creating and displaying visually attractive electronic publications. 

Claim 38 is similarly analyzed as claim 3 above. 

Claim 48 is similarly analyzed as claim 3 above. 
6. Claims 4, 24, 39 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) as being unpatentable over 
Barry (U S 6,615,258 B1) in view of Ito et al (U S 5,068,744). 

Regarding claim 4, Barry is silent about the specific details regarding the method 
for delivering image data of any of Claims 1-3, characterized by the fact that the above- 
mentioned security data are added to the above-mentioned image data by selecting 
several picture elements existing at noncontinuous positions among respective picture 
elements of the above-mentioned image data developed on the memory and increasing 
or decreasing the luminance of the above-mentioned picture elements selected. 

Claim 24 is similarly analyzed as claim 4 above 
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In the same field of endeavor, however, Ito discloses picture data compressing 
and recording apparatus for recording components of the picture independently 
comprises the method for delivering image data of any of Claims 1-3, characterized by 
the fact that the above-mentioned security data are added to the above-mentioned 
image data by selecting several picture elements existing at noncontinuous positions 
among respective picture elements of the above-mentioned image data developed on 
the memory and increasing or decreasing the luminance of the above-mentioned picture 
elements selected (column 7, lines 52-56). 

It would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to use increasing or decreasing the luminance of the above- 
mentioned picture elements selected as taught by Ito in the system of Barry because Ito 
provides Barry an improved system for recording picture data, and more particularly to a 
picture data compressing and recording system for recording picture data on a 
recording medium by applying orthogonal transform coding to the picture data. 

Claim 39 is similarly analyzed as claim 4 above. 
7. Claims 5, 25-27, 30-33 and 41-43 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Barry (U S 6,615,258 B1) in view of Sprague et al (U S 5,247,575). 

Regarding claim 5, Barry discloses a method for delivering image data, 
characterized by including a process that instructs a client side (column 20, lines 21-26) 
to access a security controller for certifying image data delivery in response to a request 
from the above-mentioned client at a server side in order to prevent illegal use of image 
data in the delivery of the image data to the above-mentioned client side via a network 
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from the above-mentioned server side (column 8, lines 29-38 and column 20, lines 18- 
30). 

However, Barry is silent about the specific details regarding a process that delivers an 
electronic key for opening the image data to the above-mentioned client side from the 
above-mentioned security controller in response to the certification request of the image 
data delivery from the above-mentioned client side. 
In the same field of endeavor (data processing), however, Sprague discloses 
information distribution system comprises a process that delivers an electronic key for 
opening the image data to the above-mentioned client side from the above-mentioned 
security controller in response to the certification request of the image data delivery 
from the above-mentioned client side (column 14, lines 22-29). 

It would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to use increasing or decreasing the luminance of the above- 
mentioned picture elements selected as taught by Sprague in the system of Barry 
because Sprague provides Barry an improved system with low cost, personalized 
information device and distribute vast quantities of information to a user site, both as an 
original, one-time archival databank and as periodic updates on continuing basis. 

Regarding claim 25, Barry is silent about the specific details regarding the 
method for delivering image data of Claim 5, characterized by the fact that the above- 
mentioned image data have image files of varying image quality; and the request from 
the above-mentioned client includes a designation of image quality. 
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In the same field of endeavor (data processing), however, Sprague discloses 

« 

information distribution system comprises the fact that the above-mentioned image data 
have image files of varying image quality; and the request from the above-mentioned 
client includes a designation of image quality (column 13, lines 10-16). 

It would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to use image quality as taught by Sprague in the system of Barry 
because Sprague provides Barry an improved system with low cost, personalized 
information device and distribute vast quantities of information to a user site, both as an 
original, one-time archival databank and as periodic updates on continuing basis. 

Regarding claim 26, Barry discloses the method for delivering image data of 
Claim 25, characterized by the fact that the above-mentioned image data have image 
files with a data structure which is made hierarchical by the image quality (column 18, 
lines 30-39). 

Regarding claim 27, Barry discloses the method for delivering image data of 
Claim 25 or 26, characterized by the fact that the above-mentioned image quality is the 
resolution or size of the images (column 47, lines 43-48). 

Regarding claim 30, Barry discloses the a recording medium for storing software 
to implement the method for delivering image data of any of Claims 1-3, 5, and 25-29 
(column 31, lines 37-50). 

Claim 31 is similarly analyzed as claim 25 above. 

Claim 32 is similarly analyzed as claim 26 above. 

Claim 33 is similarly analyzed as claim 27 above. 
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Claim 41 is similarly analyzed as claim 25 above. 
Claim 42 is similarly analyzed as claim 26 above. 
Claim 43 is similarly analyzed as claim 27 above. 

Other prior art Cited 

8. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent 
to applicant's disclosure. 

Furukawa et al (U S 6,145,01 1) discloses integrated information communication 
system using internet protocol. 

Feinberg et al (U S 6,065,046) disclose computerized system and associated 
method of optimally controlled storage and transfer of computer programs a computer 
network. 

Mayle et al (U S 6,018,774) disclose method and system for creating message 
including image information. 

Contact Information 

9. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
Examiner should be directed to ABOLFAZL TABATABAI whose telephone number is 
(571)272-7458. 

The Examiner can normally be reached on Monday through Friday from 9:30 a.m. to 
7:30 p.m. If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the 
Examiner's supervisor, Mehta Bhavesh M, can be reached at (571) 272-7453. The fax 
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phone number for organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is (571 ) 
273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published 
applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status 
information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov . Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
Abolfazl Tabatabai 
Patent Examiner 
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September 22, 2005 
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